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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 13-20, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Adams, US 4,028,842 (Adams) in view of Smith, US 5,036,501 (Smith). 

a. Regarding claim 1 : 

Adams teaches a clock kit, comprising: a mounting member (22, 14, 16, Fig. 1) adapted 
to be fastened to a vertical mounting surface in a position that is spaced a predetermined distance 
from an intersection of said vertical surface and a horizontal surface; at least one 
interchangeable main body portion (62, Fig, 1) adapted to extend from said mounting member 
toward said horizontal surface such that said main body portion gives the appearance of being a 
central portion of a free-standing clock; and a clock unit (35, Fig. 1) adapted to be supported at a 
fixed position with respect to said mounting member and said main body member. The housing 
12 (Fig. 1) is divided by shelf 34 (Fig. 1) into upper (36, Fig. 1) and lower (38, Fig. 1) chambers. 
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Adams does not teach a main body portion adapted to extend downwardly from and 
beyond said mounting member. 

Smith teaches a clock assembly (10, Fig. 1) wherein a pedestal assembly (12, Fig. 1) is 
selectively secured to a clock head (11, Fig. 1) which may be hung on a vertical surface (with 
element 31, Fig. 3). Smith teaches that this modularity provides: "all the advantages of the prior 
art clock structures and none of the disadvantages" (col. 1, 11. 46-47); a reduction in cost 
compared to using a combination of pedestal and hanging clocks (col. 1, 11. 17-20); an easily and 
efficiently manufactured and marketed clock (col. 2, 1. 23); a clock of durable and reliable 
construction (col. 2, 1. 26); and a clock with a low sales price which makes the clock more 
economically available to the buying public (col. 2, 11. 31-33). 

It has generally been held that merely making elements separable is generally not 
sufficient to patentably distinguish an invention over the prior art. See MPEP § 2144.04 (V)(C). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Adams such that the portion of the housing 12 encompassing the 
upper chamber 36 is made separate from the portion of housing 12 encompassing the lower 
chamber 38, thereby effectively splitting the housing 12 into at least two separate housings, 
because Smith teaches that a clock having separate clock heads and pedestals have the 
advantages of: "all the advantages of the prior art clock structures and none of the 
disadvantages" (col. 1, 11. 46-47); a reduction in cost compared to using a combination of 
pedestal and hanging clocks (col. 1, 11. 17-20); an easily and efficiently manufactured and 
marketed clock (col. 2, 1. 23); a clock of durable and reliable construction (col. 2, 1. 26); and a 
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clock with a low sales price which makes the clock more economically available to the buying 
public (col. 2, 11. 31-33). 

b. Regarding claim 2, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 teaches 
all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. Adams also teaches wherein 
said at least one main body portion is substantially flexible. Main body portion 62 (Fig. 1), is 
inherently flexible, due to its shape and physical configuration as a long, narrow and thin 
member. 

c. Regarding claim 3, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 teaches 
all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. Adams also teaches a base 
member (20, Fig. 1) adapted to be arranged in a position substantially aligned with said 
mounting member such that said mounting member, said main body portion, said clock unit and 
said base member give the appearance of being an integrated, free-standing clock. 

d. Regarding claim 4, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 teaches 
all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. Adams also teaches at least one 
interchangeable mounting member facade (50, Fig. 1). 

e. Regarding claim 5, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 teaches 
all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. Adams also teaches wherein 
said clock unit further comprises a driving mechanism, a clock-face substrate, a plurality of clock 
hands, and means for supporting said clock unit at said fixed position with respect to said 
mounting member and said main body portion. Timepiece 35 in Fig. 1 explicitly shows a 
plurality of hands, a means for supports, and a clock-face substrate. The clock inherently 
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includes a driving mechanism, based on the description of item 35 as a "pocket watch," and the 
fact that in order to be effectively used as a pocket watch, the watch would include a driving 
mechanism to move the hands to indicate the current time. 

f. Regarding claims 13 and 1 4, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 
1 teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 and 2 above. Adams also 
teaches wherein said at least one main body portion comprises a plurality of different main body 
portions (62, 68, Fig. 1) each having a pattern, color, or design on at least a front surface thereof. 

g. Regarding claims 15 and 16, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 
1 teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claims 13 and 14 above. Adams also 
teaches wherein at least one of said plurality of main body portions has a pattern, color, texture 
or design on a rear surface thereof such that said at least one man body portion is reversible. The 
main body (62, Fig. 1) is reversible by the user. 

h. Regarding claim 17 and 18, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 
teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 and 2 above. Adams also 
teaches wherein said at least one main body portion comprises at least one material selected from 
the group consisting of plastics or wood (col. 3, 11. 35-36). 

i. Regarding claims 19 and 20, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 
1 teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claims 17 and 18 above. Adams also 
teaches wherein said at least one main body portion comprises a plurality of different main body 
portions (62, 68, Fig. 1) each having a pattern, color, or design on at least a front surface thereof. 
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j. Regarding claim 23, the combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 
teaches all that is claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. Adams also teaches an 
interchangeable pendulum member (46, Fig. 1) adapted to extend from said clock unit to assume 
a position with respect to a front surface of said main body portion, 
k. Regarding claim 26: 

Adams teaches a mounting member adapted to be fastened to a vertical mounting surface 
at a predetermined distance from the floor (22, Fig. 1); an interchangeable main body portion 
(62, Fig. 1) extending from a first end proximate said mounting member toward an opposed 
second end proximate the floor and defining a height of said main body portion, such that said 
main body portion gives the appearance of being a central portion of a free-standing clock; and a 
clock unit (35, Fig. 1) supported in a fixed position with respect to said mounting member and 
said main body member. 

Adams does not teach a main body portion adapted to extend downwardly from and 
beyond said mounting member. 

Smith teaches a clock assembly (10, Fig. 1) wherein a pedestal assembly (12, Fig. 1) is 
selectively secured to a clock head (11, Fig. 1) which may be hung on a vertical surface (with 
element 31, Fig. 3). Smith teaches that this modularity provides: "all the advantages of the prior 
art clock structures and none of the disadvantages" (col. 1, 11. 46-47); a reduction in cost 
compared to using a combination of pedestal and hanging clocks (col. 1, 11. 17-20); an easily and 
efficiently manufactured and marketed clock (col. 2, 1. 23); a clock of durable and reliable 
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construction (col. 2, 1.. 26); and a clock with a low sales price which makes the clock more 
economically available to the buying public (col. 2, 11. 3 1-33). 

It has generally been held that merely making elements separable is generally not 
sufficient to patentably distinguish an invention over the prior art. See MPEP § 2144.04 (V)(C). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Adams such that the portion of the housing 12 encompassing the 
upper chamber 36 is made separate from the portion of housing 12 encompassing the lower 
chamber 38, thereby effectively splitting the housing 12 into at least two separate housings, 
because Smith teaches that a clock having separate clock heads and pedestals have the 
advantages of: "all the advantages of the prior art clock structures and none of the 
disadvantages" (col. 1, 11. 46-47); a reduction in cost compared to using a combination of 
pedestal and hanging clocks (col. 1, 11. 17-20); an easily and efficiently manufactured and 
marketed clock (col. 2, 1. 23); a clock of durable and reliable construction (col. 2, 1. 26); and a 
clock with a low sales price which makes the clock more economically available to the buying 
public (col. 2, 11. 31-33). 

3. Claims 6, 7, 22, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adams in view of Smith as applied to claims 3, 4 and 22, and further in view of Huffman et al., 
6,278,664 (Huffman), 
a. Regarding claim 6: 
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The combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 above teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 4 above, except at least one interchangeable clock- 
face facade adapted to be secured to said clock-face substrate. 

Huffman teaches a timepiece with interchangeable displays (32a, Fig. 1). Huffman 
teaches that interchangeable displays are desirable because they promote versatility and a sense 
of newness as the timepiece takes on entirely different looks (col. 1, 11. 54-57). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include at least one interchangeable clock-face 
facade adapted to be secured to said clock-face substrate, because Huffman teaches that 
interchangeable displays are desirable because they promote versatility and a sense of newness 
as the timepiece takes on entirely different looks, 
b. Regarding claim 7: 

The combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 above teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 4 above, except wherein said means for supporting 
said clock unit at said fixed position with respect to said mounting member and said main body 
portion comprises a hook member adapted to extend from said mounting member and a 
corresponding loop member positioned on a rear surface of said clock face substrate. 

Huffman teaches that hook and loop fasteners are suitable for quickly and securely 
attaching the interchangeable faces to the timepiece (col. 3, 11. 40-49). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include wherein said means for supporting said 
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clock unit at said fixed position with respect to said mounting member and said main body 
portion comprises a hook member adapted to extend from said mounting member and a 
corresponding loop member positioned on a rear surface of said clock face substrate, because 
Huffman teaches that hook and loop fasteners are desirable for quickly and securely attaching 
two items, and a person having ordinary skill in the art would recognize that hook and loop 
fasteners would provide a particularly secure connection between the clock substrate and the 
mounting member, 
c. Regarding claim 22: 

The combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 above teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 3 above, including at least two main body (59, 62, 
Fig. 1) portions each having a distinct, predetermined pattern, color or design at least on a front 
surface thereof 

The combination of Adams and Smith does not teach at least one interchangeable facade 
adapted to be positioned on said mounting member and at least one interchangeable facade 
adapted to be positioned on said clock face substrate. 

Huffman teaches a timepiece with interchangeable displays (32a, Fig. 1). Huffman 
teaches that interchangeable displays are desirable because they promote versatility and a sense 
of newness as the timepiece takes on entirely different looks (col. 1, 11. 54-57). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include at least one interchangeable clock-face 
facade adapted to be secured to said clock-face substrate and at least one interchangeable facade 
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adapted to be positioned on said mounting member, because Huffman teaches that 
interchangeable displays are desirable because they promote versatility and a sense of newness 
as the timepiece takes on entirely different looks. 

d. Regarding claim 24, the combination of Adams, Smith and Huffman teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 22 above. Adams also teaches wherein said 
accessory kit further comprises an interchangeable pendulum member (46, Fig. 1) adapted to 
extend from said clock unit to assume a position with respect to said front surface of said main 
body portion. 

e. Regarding claim 25: 

The combination of Adams, Smith and Huffman teaches all that is claimed as discussed 
in the rejection of claim 22 above, except wherein said accessory kit further comprises at least 
one interchangeable facade adapted to be positioned on said base member. 

Huffman teaches a timepiece with interchangeable displays (32a, Fig. 1). Huffman 
teaches that interchangeable displays are desirable because they promote versatility and a sense 
of newness as the timepiece takes on entirely different looks (col. 1, 11. 54-57). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include at least one interchangeable facade 
adapted to be positioned on said base member, because Huffman teaches that interchangeable 
displays are desirable because they promote versatility and a sense of newness as the timepiece 
takes on entirely different looks. 
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4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams in view of 
Smith as applied to claim 1, and further in view of Shanok et al., US 3,416,761 (Shanok). 

The combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 above teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above, except wherein said means for supporting 
said clock unit at said fixed position with respect to said mounting member and said main body 
portion comprises magnetic means. 

Shanok teaches a magnetic mounting device providing an improved clock supporting 
device (col. 1, 11. 11-12). Such a device is advantageous because it provides support that allows 
easy disassembly without dismantling (col. 1, 11. 46-49), 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include magnetic means, because Shanok 
teaches that magnetic means are advantageous because it provides support that allows easy 
disassembly without dismantling. 

5. Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams in 
view of Smith and Shanok as applied to claim 8. above, and further in view of Bamberger, US 
1,535,085 (Bamberger). 

a. Regarding claims 9 and 10: 

The combination of Adams, Smith and Shanok teaches all that is claimed as discussed in 
the rejection of claim 8 above, except wherein said magnetic means comprises a metal elongate 
member adapted to extend from a portion of said mounting member. 
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Bamberger teaches a metal elongate member (22, Fig. 1) adapted to extend from a 
portion of a mounting member (wall, Fig. 1) and to hold a timepiece (6, Fig. 1). Such a device is 
capable of very quick and easy assembly and disassembly (p. 1, 11. 13-14). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include a metal elongate member, because 
Bamberger teaches that a metal elongate member is capable of very quick and easy assembly and 
disassembly. 

b. Regarding claim 1 1 : 

The combination of Adams, Smith, Shanok and Bamberger teaches all that is claimed as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 9 above, except wherein said magnetic means further 
comprises at least one magnet provided on a portion of a rear surface of said clock-face 
substrate. 

Shanok teaches a magnetic mounting device providing an improved clock supporting 
device (col. 1, 11. 11-12). Such a device is advantageous because it provides support that allows 
easy disassembly without dismantling (col. 1, 11. 46-49). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include at least one magnet provided on a 
portion of a rear surface of said clock-face substrate, because Shanok teaches that magnetic 
means are advantageous because it provides support that allows easy disassembly without 
dismantling. 

c. Regarding claim 12: 
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The combination of Adams, Smith, Shanok and Bamberger teaches all that is claimed as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 10 above, except wherein said magnetic means further 
comprises one of a metal member provided on a portion of a rear surface of said clock-face 
substrate and a corresponding configuration of receiver magnets provided on a portion of said 
rear surface of said clock-face substrate. 

Shanok teaches a magnetic mounting device providing an improved clock supporting 
device (col. 1, 11. 11-12). Such a device is advantageous because it provides support that allows 
easy disassembly without dismantling (col. 1, 11. 46-49). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include one of a metal member provided on a 
portion of a rear surface of said clock-face substrate and a corresponding configuration of 
receiver magnets provided on a portion of said rear surface of said clock-face substrate, because 
Shanok teaches that magnetic means are advantageous because it provides support that allows 
easy disassembly without dismantling. 

6. Claims 21 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams 
in view of Smith as applied to claims 5 and 26, and further in view of Prevost, US 1,815,796 
(Prevost). 

a. Regarding claim 21: 

The combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 1 above teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 5 above, except wherein a portion of said means 
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for supporting said clock unit passes through an opening provided in said main body portion, 
such that said clock-face substrate resides on a front surface of said main body portion. 

Prevost teaches a desk and wall clock case that simulates the appearance of a grandfather 
clock (p. 1, U. 51-55) in which the clock face (3, Fig. 1) resides in front of the front fa9ade of the 
clock (Fig. 2). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams wherein a portion of said means for supporting 
said clock unit passes through an opening provided in said main body portion, such that said 
clock-face substrate resides on a front surface of said main body portion, because Prevost teaches 
that such an arrangement of components successfully presents the illusion of a grandfather clock, 
b. Regarding claim 27: 

The combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 26 above teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 26 above, except a base member positioned on a 
horizontal surface in a position substantially aligned with said second end of said main body 
portion. 

Prevost teaches a base member positioned on a horizontal surface in a position 
substantially aligned with said second end of said main body portion (See Fig. 2 and details of 
connection to floor). Prevost teaches the simulation of the appearance of a grandfather clock (p. 
1,11. 51-55). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include a base member positioned on a 
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horizontal surface in a position substantially aligned with said second end of said main body 
portion, because Prevost teaches that such an arrangement of components successfully presents 
the illusion of a grandfather clock. 

7. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams in view of 
Smith as applied to claim 26, and further in view of Lehmann, US 4,047,822 (Lehmann). 

The combination of Adams and Smith as combined in claim 26 above teaches all that is 
claimed as discussed in the rejection of claim 26 above. Adams also teaches that the various 
members that make up the mounting member are "adapted to be fixedly secured" (col. 2, 11. 49- 
50). Adams is silent as to the preferred method of fixedly securing the components. 

Adams does not teach wherein said mounting member further comprises at least one 
quick-release connection mechanism for securing said main body portion to said mounting 
member. 

Lehmann teaches a fitting for an article of furniture (Fig. 1) that comprises a minimum 
number of simply and economically manufactured components which permit a rapid 
interconnection (col. 1, 11. 40-47). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include at least one quick-release connection 
mechanism for securing said main body portion to said mounting member as taught by Lehmann, 
because Lehmann teaches that such a connection mechanism provides a minimum number of 
simply and economically manufactured components which permit a rapid interconnection. 
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8. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams in view of 
Smith and Prevost as applied to claim 27 above, and further in view of Lehmann. 

The combination of Adams, Smith and Prevost teaches all that is claimed as discussed in 
the rejection of claim 27 above, except wherein said base member further comprises at least one 
quick-release connection mechanism for securing said main body portion to said base member. 
Adams also teaches that the various members that make up the mounting member are "adapted 
to be fixedly secured" (col. 2, 11. 49-50). Adams is silent as to the preferred method of fixedly 
securing the components. 

Lehmann teaches a fitting for an article of furniture (Fig. 1) that comprises a minimum 
number of simply and economically manufactured components which permit a rapid 
interconnection (col. 1, 11. 40-47). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include at least one quick-release connection 
mechanism for securing said main body portion to said mounting member as taught by Lehmann, 
because Lehmann teaches that such a connection mechanism provides a minimum number of 
simply and economically manufactured components which permit a rapid interconnection. 

9. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams in view of 
Smith, Prevost and Lehmann. 

Adams teaches a clock, comprising: a mounting member (22, Fig. 1) adapted to be 
fastened to a vertical mounting surface at a predetermined distance from the floor; an 
interchangeable main body portion (62, Fig. 1) extending from a first end proximate said 
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mounting member toward an opposed second end proximate the floor and defining a height of 
said main body portion, such that said main body portion gives the appearance of being a central 
portion of a free-standing clock; a clock unit (35, Fig. 1) supported in a fixed position with 
respect to said mounting member and said main body member, said clock unit comprising at 
least a driving mechanism, a clock-face substrate, a plurality of clock hands (timepiece 35 in Fig. 
1 explicitly shows a plurality of hands, a means for supports, and a clock-face substrate. The 
clock inherently includes a driving mechanism, based on the description of item 35 as a "pocket 
watch," and the fact that in order to be effectively used as a pocket watch, the watch would 
include a driving mechanism to move the hands to indicate the current time), and means for 
supporting said clock unit at said fixed position with respect to said mounting member and said 
main body portion (34, Fig. 1). Adams also teaches that the various members that make up the 
mounting member are. "adapted to be fixedly secured" (col. 2, 11. 49-50). Adams is silent as to the 
preferred method of fixedly securing the components. 

Adams does not teach: a main body portion extending downwardly from and beyond said 
mounting member; a first quick-release connection mechanism for securing said first end of said 
main body portion to said mounting member; a base member positioned on a horizontal surface 
in a position substantially aligned with said mounting member; and a second quick-release 
connection mechanism for securing said second end of said main body portion to said base 
member. 

Smith teaches: a clock assembly (10, Fig. 1) wherein a pedestal assembly (12, Fig. 1) is 
selectively secured to a clock head (11, Fig. 1) which may be hung on a vertical surface (with 



Application/Control Number: 10/692,531 
Art Unit: 2854 



Page 18 



element 31, Fig. 3); a quick-release connection mechanism (27, 29, Fig. 4; or 35, 36, 37, Fig. 5) 
for securing said first end of said main body portion to said mounting member. Smith teaches 
that this modularity provides: "all the advantages of the prior art clock structures and none of the 
disadvantages" (col. 1, 11. 46-47); a reduction in cost compared to using a combination of 
pedestal and hanging clocks (col. 1, 11. 17-20); an easily and efficiently manufactured and 
marketed clock (col. 2, 1. 23); a clock of durable and reliable construction (col. 2, 1. 26); and a 
clock with a low sales price which makes the clock more economically available to the buying 
public (col. 2, 11. 31-33). 

It has generally been held that merely making elements separable is generally not 
sufficient to patentably distinguish an invention over the prior art. See MPEP § 2144.04 (V)(C). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Adams such that the portion of the housing 12 encompassing the 
upper chamber 36 is made separate from the portion of housing 12 encompassing the lower 
chamber 38, thereby effectively splitting the housing 12 into at least two separate housings, and 
to include the quick release connection mechanism for securing said first end of said main body 
portion to said mounting member, because Smith teaches that a clock having separate clock 
heads and pedestals have the advantages of: "all the advantages of the prior art clock structures 
and none of the disadvantages" (col. 1, 11. 46-47); a reduction in cost compared to using a 
combination of pedestal and hanging clocks (col. 1, 11. 17-20); an easily and efficiently 
manufactured and marketed clock (col. 2, 1. 23); a clock of durable and reliable construction (col. 
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2, 1. 26); and a clock with a low sales price which makes the clock more economically available 
to the buying public (col. 2, 11. 31-33). 

Prevost teaches a base member positioned on a horizontal surface in a position 
substantially aligned with said second end of said main body portion (See Fig. 2 and details of 
connection to floor). Prevost teaches the simulation of the appearance of a grandfather clock (p. 
1,11. 51-55). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify Adams to include a base member positioned on a 
horizontal surface in a position substantially aligned with said second end of said main body 
portion, because Prevost teaches that such an arrangement of components successfully presents 
the illusion of a grandfather clock. 

Lehmann teaches a fitting for an article of furniture (Fig. 1) that comprises a minimum 
number of simply and economically manufactured components which permit a rapid 
interconnection (col. 1, 11. 40-47). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Adams to include quick-release connection mechanisms as taught 
by Lehmann for securing said main body portion to said mounting member and for securing said 
second end of said main body portion to said base member, because Lehmann teaches that such a 
connection mechanism provides a minimum number of simply and economically manufactured 
components which permit a rapid interconnection. 
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Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-30 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

11. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leo T. Hinze whose telephone number is (571) 272-2167. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 
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Art Unit: 2854 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld can be reached on (571) 272-2168. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Leo T. Hinze 
Patent Examiner 
AU 2854 

05 December 2005 
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